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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 
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Disposition of Claims 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in regards to the amendment filed 3/13/2006. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7, 10-12, 15-27, 29, 32-34, 37-41 and 44 are pending. 

3. Claims 1 , 4, 23, 26 are rejected. 

4. Claims 6, 8-9, 13-14, 28, 30-31, 35-36 and 42-43 have been cancelled. 

5. Claims 7, 10-11, 12, 15-22, 29, 32-34, 37-41 and 44 are allowed. 

6. Claims 2, 3, 5, 24, 25 and 27 are objected to. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Higgins et al. (US Patent 6587480 B1 in view of Corley et al. (US Patent 6304576 B1), 

In regards to claims 1 and 23, Higgins discloses in figure 1 a multimedia hub 120 
(a method for hub-based network access comprising, receiving packets from at least 
one of a plurality of clients). Figure 1 also illustrates an isoBridge hub180 the provides 
bridging function between an isochronous network and a packet network where an end 
station is communicating via a modem through an isochronous WAN into a packet- 
based Ethernet (see figure 1 and column 12, lines 58-67). 
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In further regards to claims 1 and 23, the multimedia manager 190 in figure 1 , 
performs connection management, feature management and system management 
functions (determination of active functions) (see figure 1 and column 13, lines 1-9). 

In further regards to claims 1 and 23, in figure 2, Higgins discloses that the 
system design allows an isochronous client device in a client-server-client architecture 
environment to control another isochronous client's operation directly through signaling 
(see figure 2, column 13, lines 25-29) (processing data of at least one of the packets in 
accordance with the network access application to produce network data). 

In further regards to claims 1 and 23, figure 3, illustrates a block diagram of a 
signaling and circuit connection procedure allowing remote control of an isochronous 
device; signaling paths traverse between a client and controlling devices through the 
public network and the circuit connections traverse between the client and controlling 
device to the ISDN network (see figure 3 and column 14, lines 53-59) (determining 
access to a network connection for transmission of the network data based on a client- 
access-to-the-network-connection scheme to produce a determined network access). 

In further regards to claims 1 and 23, transporting the network data via the 
network connection based on the determined network access is reads on the same 
disclosure used with regards to the previous limitation. 

In further regards to claims 1 and 23, Higgins fails to teach opening a network 
access application for at least one of the plurality of clients when the network access 
application is not active. Cortey teaches the above-mentioned limitation. In figure 5A, 
Corley teaches an initialization and recovery procedure for a multimedia hub 120 in 
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figure 1 . A multimedia manager 190 conducts a keep-alive protocol to keep the 
connection active. Absence of keep-alive messages causes the multimedia hub 120 to 
drop the corresponding multimedia manager 190 as an active client and results in a 
reselection of another multimedia manger 190 (opening a network access application 
for another client when a network access application for one of client is not active). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the hub-based network management disclosed by 
Higgins with the keep alive connection message and reselection of another client taught 
by Corley. The motivation to do so would be to interact with a hub to keep the 
connection alive and during the occurrence of a connection failure, opening a 
connection for another client. 

9. Claims 4 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Higgins (US Patent 6587480 B1) and Corley et al. (US Patent 6304576 B1) further in 
view of Dirkmann et al. (US Patent 6922399 B1 ). 

In regards to claims 4 and 26, Higgins teaches all the limitations of claim 1 as 
stated above. Higgins fails to teach, requesting access to the network connection. 
Dirkmann discloses the above-mentioned limitation where it is stated that after the 
connection is setup and authenticated the user delivers a request to the service provider 
for specific contents or services and the D-Channel bandwidth is adequate for the tasks 
(see figure 2 and column 3, lines 20-23). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the hub-based network disclosed by Higgins with the 
request to service disclosed by Dirkmann. 

The proper motivation comes from Dirkmann where it is stated "controlling 
connections in a communications in a communication network that includes setting up a 
signaling connection between a subscriber of the communication network and a service 
access system based on a service connection request" (see column 1 summary of the 
invention paragraph, 2"^ paragraph). 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed with regards to claims 1 and 23 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

11 . Applicant argues on pages 33 and 34 that neither Higgins nor Corley teach 
opening a network access application for at least one of the plurality of clients when the 
network access application is not active for at least one of the clients. However, the 
examiner respectfully disagrees. Corley teaches the above-mentioned limitation. In 
figure 5A, Corley teaches an initialization and recovery procedure for a multimedia hub 
120 in figure 1. A multimedia manager 190 conducts a keep-alive protocol to keep the 
connection active. Absence of keep-alive messages causes the multimedia hub 120 to 
drop the corresponding multimedia manager 190 as an active client and results in a 
reselection of another multimedia manger 190. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

12. Claims 7, 10-11,12, 15-22, 29, 32-34, 37-41 and 44 allowed. 

13. In regards to claims 7, 12, 23, 29, 34 and 41 , the cited prior art fails to teach 
either individually of in combination a hub-based access method where the packet's 
header is interpreted to ascertain a destination address and from the destination 
address inferring whether the packet is a client to client packet or a network packet. 

Conclusion 

14. Claims 2, 3, 5, 24, 25 and 27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jay P. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3086. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 am - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571 ) 272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Jay P. Patel 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 
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